Objective Medical reviews and research comprise a key information source for news media stories on medical therapies and innovations as well as for physicians in updating their practice. The present study examined medical review journal articles, physician surveys and news media coverage of hormone replacement therapy (HT) to assess the relationship between the three information sources and whether/if they contributed to a state-of-the-science gap (a condition when the evaluation of a medical condition or therapy ascertained by the highest standards of investigation is incongruent with the science-in-practice such as physician recommendations and patient actions).
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Introduction
A growing number of recent reports contends that the benefits of hormone replacement therapy (HT) can be optimized and risks mitigated for newly menopausal [1] [2] [3] [4] [5] and postmenopausal women [6, 7] . In contrast, the US Preventive Services Task Force recommends against the use of HT for the prevention of chronic conditions in postmenopausal women because the risks outweigh the benefits [8] . The recommendation was predicated on the findings of the Women's Health Initiative (WHI), a large-scale, longitudinal, randomized, controlled trial involving 16,608 women aged 50 to 79 which established that HT use increased the risks of breast cancer, heart attack, stroke, and blood clots [9, 10] . Later analyses of the WHI data further differentiated effects by age of initiation, time from menopause and HT used (estrogen with progestin or estrogen alone) [11, 12] . These studies reported that menopausal HT use was appropriate for vasomotor symptom management but not for the prevention of coronary heart disease [9] [10] [11] [12] . To better understand the gap between favorable and unfavorable HT recommendations, this study examined key sources of information about HT to assess their valence and influence, and how these may contribute to the state-of-the-science gap.
In America's youth-oriented culture, menopause, a natural stage in aging, has been considered a condition to be postponed or prevented with the use of hormone replacement therapy [13] . Popularized by New York gynecologist, Robert Wilson's 1966 book Feminine Forever, HT was regularly prescribed to control menopausal symptoms and prolong ovulation and a youthful appearance [14] . It was a little-known fact that Wilson's work publicizing the benefits of HT was funded by hormone manufacturers, Searle, Upjohn and Ayerst Laboratories [15] . In 2002, when findings of the Women's Health Initiative (WHI) study [9, 10] were published, HT use dramatically declined [16] [17] [18] .
Prior to this date, in spite of growing evidence from epidemiological studies demonstrating the HT-breast cancer link, HT prescriptions peaked at 92 million in 2000, then fell to 56.9 million in 2003 after the WHI results were made known [19] . In order to encourage sales, Wyeth (now part of Pfizer in 2009), the maker of Prempro, Premarin and Premphase developed a medical marketing strategy of publishing in the medical publications via various proxies facilitated through a medical education and communications company, DesignWrite [20] [21] [22] . The rationale for authoring medical journal review articles was based on research showing that physicians relied heavily on "journal articles for credible product information." [20] (p. 3). In addition, the use of medical journals by physicians for updating medical knowledge is well documented [23] [24] [25] [26] .
The medical marketing strategy consisted of authoring review manuscripts that emphasized HT benefits over risks, identifying prominent experts and offering them study authorship [20] [21] [22] . Between 1998 and 2005, over 50 such manuscripts were published [20] [21] [22] . The result of Wyeth's strategy is evident in a recent study that demonstrated promotional tones in selected medical journal articles about hormone therapy and pointed to a link between industry funding and drug promotion in published journal articles [27] .
In 2003, Wyeth received FDA approval for low dosage HT and launched medical marketing efforts to position low dosage HT as safe and efficacious [21] [22] [23] . Between 2003 and 2009, prescriptions for low dose HT increased [8] in spite of the lack of evidence that low dose HT is safe [28] .
An estimated 6,000 women reach menopause in the U.S. every day, which amounts to over 2 million American women per year [29] , and many seek therapies to relieve menopause symptoms (such as hot flashes, night sweats and vaginal dryness). Are they able to access comprehensive information to facilitate optimal decision-making regarding appropriate therapies, particularly HT? The present study seeks to address whether medical marketing of HT through medical journal review articles contributed to a state-of-the-science gap in HT usage. This gap is conceptualized as a difference between what is known about the science of HT by scientists and what is practical knowledge and application by health professionals and the general public.
Specifically, the study examines medical review journal articles, surveys of physician and news media coverage of HT to assess the content and relationship between these three information sources. For mass media coverage of hormone therapy, the present study focuses on TV, newspapers and magazines/internet sites as these are the means by which health information diffuses to the public. It proposes to identify key sources of HT information and information paths that lead to HT use.
State-of-the-science gap
The state-of-the-science gap describes a condition when the state-of-the-science-the assessment of a medical condition ascertained by the highest standards of scientific investigation-is incongruent with the science-in-practice [30] . The state-of-the-science regarding medical therapies, procedures and technology in the U.S. is typically determined by the National Institutes of Health (NIH) through the Consensus Conference during which an independent expert panel assesses the evidence pertaining to the medical condition. It then issues a statement about the medical condition that provides the basis for policy decisions and health guidelines in the country [31] . Science-in-practice refers to physicians' practice and recommendations, news media reports, and public understanding and behavior.
A previous study identified a state-of-the-science gap in mammography guidelines for women aged 40 -as recommended by the American College of Radiology, women begin their baseline mammography at age 40, a practice that is not supported by the scientific evidence [30] . It attributed the gap to two factors: 1) advocacy by multiple interest groups with goals ranging from providing insurance coverage for the widest reach of women, to increasing revenues for the medical-technology and related industries, and the 2) magazine publication pressures of providing actionable or service information in a sea of controversy [30] .
In the present study, we content-analyzed a random sample of medical journal HT review articles and all surveys of US physicians' HT attitudes and recommendations. We then randomly sampled and content analyzed the amount of news media coverage of HT in major television news media, newspapers and magazines including their internet sites. One of our goals was to understand the conditions of information discrepancy because a gap in knowledge and practice may lead to a deficient understanding of medical science and its opportunities, poor decision making in quality-of-health issues, health disparities and a diminished quality of life.
The State-of-the-science in HT usage. The WHI is considered a landmark study conclusively demonstrating the link between the most commonly used combined hormone preparation of estrogen plus progestin and adverse outcomes such as breast cancer and CVD [9, 10] . It comprised an NIH randomized, controlled trial (RCT) enrolling 16,608 female subjects aged 50-79 who were randomly assigned to either a group receiving HT (conjugated equine estrogens) or a placebo. Beginning in 1997, the planned 8.5 years study duration was cut short in 2002 when results showed that health risks outweighed benefits in the HT group. These included CHD, invasive breast cancer, stroke, and pulmonary embolism [9, 10] .
The 32-page NIH Consensus Statement on "Management of menopause-related symptoms" issued in 2005 references the WHI for identifying important risk factors associated with the use of HT. It goes on to caution women seeking HT to assess the risks and benefits with their physicians as decision-making about HT use requires "personal knowledge and balancing of these risks." [31] . The statement suggests that other potential alternatives to estrogen are present and that their effectiveness and long-term safety require further study [32] .
Currently, the Federal Drug Administration (FDA) states that there is no knowledge about whether two low-dose HT drugs, Premarin and Prempro, which the regulatory agency approved in 2003, are safer in low doses [28] . Additionally, it cannot make recommendations until studies are conducted [32] . It does state that generally, "medicines should be used at the lowest effective dose" [32] .
HT usage among women post WHI Post WHI, many women stopped using and were more reluctant to continue using HT. Five national US surveys with sample sizes in excess of 500 participants reported the following trends. A 2002 survey of 757 recent HT users found that a large majority (81%) of the patients reported changing their HT usage, including 63% who discontinued using HT after learning about the WHI findings [17] . In another study, a majority (64%) of 819 women aged 40 to 79 heard about the groundbreaking study, nearly 6 in 10 (57%) worried about the study outcomes and three-quarters expressed confusion about HT use [33] . A slight majority (56%) of 670 HT users aged 50 to 69 elected to stop using the drug after WHI was published [16] , while nearly a third (31.8%) of 1,659 women aged 50+ in a 2004 survey stopped using HT [34] . A longitudinal survey of 3,853 women aged 50+ found that HT use declined from 57% in 2001 to 28% in 2002 to 12% in 2004 [35] .
Women's knowledge of HT and reliance on physicians. In general, research showed that women had a low awareness of the risks and benefits of HT even after the publication of WHI and relied on their physicians for HT information. A 2004 study of 781 women found that fewer than a third (29%) was aware of the WHI findings [36] . Additionally, these women were more likely to have talked with their physicians which suggests that talking to physicians may have led to higher HT knowledge. Post WHI, physicians were the number one source for HT issues. One study showed that of 689 women surveyed, a majority (79.7%) viewed physicians as an important information source for menopausal information [37] . In addition, physicians also enjoyed the highest mean ratings for trustworthiness, knowledgeability and helpfulness among women in all stages of menopause [37] . These studies illustrate that physicians comprised the single most important resource for women when they are making decisions about HT usage during menopause.
Media impact on HT
On the topic of prescriptions drugs, most Americans (85%) find that their health professionals, such as doctors, provide the most helpful information [38] . Since they tend to see their doctors about three times a year [39, 40] , they may not access this source frequently. Instead they may more likely turn to mediated sources of information. Television is the key source of health information followed by books, magazines and newspapers [41, 42] . Internet and print materials also constitute primary sources of information on health and medical issues [43] .
Magazines specifically provide informative health information as readers appear to be more knowledgeable about health matters than non-magazine readers [44] . Magazines were also reported as the most trusted media source when it comes to health information [45, 46] . In particular, magazines are more likely to favor practical knowledge, helpful tips and advice as part of their service philosophy [30] .
Besides traditional media, the internet has also become one the most important channels for general health information. A Health Information National Trends Survey indicated that 63.5% of the online population reported going online for health information in the past 12 months, and 48.6% reported going online for health information first vs. 10.9% who went to their physicians first [38] . Also, people who use the internet for health information have generally higher health consciousness and are more health information oriented [47] . The ways in which these various media, particularly television, newspapers, magazines and the internet cover the HT debate may also affect the state-of-the-science gap.
In studies reporting women's sources of information for learning about HT, media comprise important sources, although lower in frequency of use than physicians. In a survey of 689 women, 55.7% cited print media (no differentiation between magazines and newspapers) as a source of information while the internet was cited by 29.2% as an information source [48] .
Other media focused studies showed that 72% of 97 women reported that physicians are the main influence on their HT usage and 10% mentioned medical reports [49] . Results from the WHI study influenced 53% of the women to change their HT usage pattern: either stop, decrease use, stop and restart or plan to stop [46] .
Medical researchers studied coverage of HT before and after the release of WHI findings in six local or national newspapers. They found that coverage of HT increased significantly in June, 2002 due to the publication of WHI (from 11 per month in May to 197 per month in June) [50] . The study also found that reports became more negative (more reports of risks than benefits) in the two months prior to the WHI publication and after it. But at the same time, HT risks and benefits were more clearly explained after June 2002. Coverage providing explanations ranged from 12.7% in 2000 to 34% in July, 2002 to 38.2% in October, 2003 [50] .
In 2007, these researchers conducted a follow-up study examining exposure to media reports of HT harms [51] . They content analyzed 22 newspapers in seven geographic areas published from July to October, 2002, and calculated average distribution for each area according to circulation. The study also sampled 327,144 postmenopausal women from July, 2001 to December, 2002 at seven sites, about their HT use for comparison purposes. Results showed that while a majority of women were only exposed to one article about the harmful effects of HT by July 2002, there was a directional relationship between the level of exposure to negative HT reports and the level of HT cessation. Among the HT users, 27% were exposed to three or more negative articles of HT, while 31% were only exposed to less than one article [51] . This was reinforced in a post WHI survey among a subgroup of 175 women aged 45 to 61 who discontinued HT use-41.4% did so based on news reports compared to 19.7% whose physicians recommended cessation [51] . In addition, a 2013 study of 515 women with menopausal symptoms who discussed symptom management with their health providers demonstrated a "considerable lack of knowledge about these symptoms and HT risks" [52] , suggesting many women do not receive enough information from their health providers. All in all, studies demonstrated that news media are effective information sources for women's decision making process, especially with repeated exposures.
HT prescription volume after the WHI
Prescription data showed declines in 2002 [18] . The National Prescription Audit (NPA) database and National Disease and Therapeutic Index (NDTI) which tracks the number of HT prescriptions written during patient visits to physicians' office from January 2001 to June, 2003 showed that immediately after WHI's publication, prescriptions for Prempro (oral EPT) decreased 66% and Premarin (oral ET) decreased 33% [18] . Long-term prescription data from May, 1998 to May, 2003 using Medco Health Database similarly showed that within three months of WHI's publication, the monthly prescription rates of HT declined from 12.5% to 9.4%, and HT cessation among users significantly increased from 53% in 2001 to 67% in 2002 [53] . A separate three-year study confirmed this trend [54] . Using the National Ambulatory Medical Care Survey (NAMCS) and the National Hospital Ambulatory Medical Care Survey (NHAMCS) provided by the CDC which tracks outpatient visits to non-federal physicians' offices and hospitals, results showed that HT prescription decreased from 26.5 million in 2001 to 16.9 million in 2003, and the drop for EPT prescription was more significant than ET prescriptions (44% vs. 35% decrease) [54] .
Hypotheses and questions
The following hypotheses and questions guided the present study:
Post WHI, what are medical review articles' HT orientation and how will they contribute to a state-of-the-science gap?
Q2: Post WHI, what are physicians' HT attitudes and how will they contribute to the stateof-the-science?
H1A: Post WHI, media coverage of HT by television news media will reflect coverage consistent with the state-of-the-science that HT risks outweigh the benefits.
H1B: Post WHI, media coverage of HT by newspaper outlets will reflect coverage consistent with the state-of-the-science that HT risks outweigh the benefits.
H1C: Post WHI, in line with providing service information, women's magazines and their internet coverage of HT will favor HT use and comprise a state-of-the-science gap.
Materials and methods
To address the above hypotheses, we used content analysis in our study. First, we content-analyzed a random sample of post WHI HT medical review articles from 2002 to 2014. Next we qualitatively content-analyzed all HT attitude surveys of US physicians from 2002 to 2009, and from 2012 to 2014 after the US Preventive Services Task Force (USPSTF) issued its report in October 2012 reaffirming the WHI recommendations [55] . Both types of articles were published in peer reviewed journals. Finally, we content analyzed all HT usage coverage by three television networks, three newspapers and three magazines (which targeted a sizeable proportion of the menopausal woman aged 50 to 60) for three key periods 
Data sources and searches
Medical review journal articles analysis. Since Wyeth's medical marketing strategy focused primarily on authoring and publishing HT review articles, we randomly sampled HT medical review journal articles written after WHI. We used the search terms, "hormone replacement therapy" or "menopausal hormone therapy" within the title and abstracts, and limited the results to English language review articles published after July 2002 to December 2014. The search returned 1,284 articles, which comprised our population frame from which we selected a sample of 200 articles through random number assignment. After removing non-relevant articles about herbal therapy, or transdermal hormone therapy, the total number of relevant review articles was 177.
Physician attitude surveys. As physicians play a key role in medical prescription counseling, they comprise an important source of HT information for women considering menopausal symptom management. Therefore, physician's HT attitude and practice are helpful in examining whether and how HT information is communicated and how decisions for HT usage or non-usage are made.
Using Medline, we searched for surveys of physician attitude and behavior for the period post WHI to the end of 2009 and from 2012 to 2014 using Boolean operators and the terms ("attitude" OR "perception,") AND "physician" AND "survey" AND ("hormone replacement therapy" OR "menopausal hormone therapy"). Initial results totaled 319 articles. After excluding non-English, pre WHI, non-U.S. based surveys, surveys of non-physician HT attitudes and commentaries, 18 articles with 19 surveys of physicians resulted, two of which were qualitative surveys.
Media coverage. Media are major sources of information and play a significant role in influencing women's decision to stop using HT [49, [55] [56] . In order to cover a wide range of information sources, we selected major media outlets specifically television, newspapers, and magazines with websites on the basis of circulation and relevant audience demographics with the widest reach of menopausal women aged 50 to 60 years.
The television outlets comprised the three major US broadcast networks ABC, CBS and NBC. The newspapers were New York Times, Wall Street Journal and USA Today and the magazines were Better Homes and Gardens, Ladies Home Journal and Oprah. In addition, we searched the magazine websites for HT reports from the specified periods, post WHI to 2003, 2008-2009 and 2012-2014 . Because news articles in the third period were few (six in all), these were integrated into the second period.
These media sources were chosen because of their large circulation or viewership. According to the Alliance for Audited Media (formerly the Audit Bureau of Circulations), an independent US organization providing print media and website circulation audits, the top three circulated daily newspapers are Wall Street Journal (2,117,796), USA Today (1,829,099), and New York Times (916,911) [57] . The Nielsen Company, the largest US audience measurement organization, reports that NBC, ABC, and CBS produce the top three national network news programs for the 2009-2010 broadcast season-NBC averages 9,131,000 viewers/night, ABC averages 8,056,000, and CBS averages 5,991,000 viewers [58] . For magazine selection, besides overall circulation, MRI+ database was used to determine whether the magazine's primary readership corresponds with the target age group of women (59), based on their annual survey, an index score of more than 100 (which represents the average) means that the readership among the target group was above average, and Better Homes and Gardens, Ladies Home Journal and Oprah all had above average index scores for the target group (136, 143, 116 respectively) [59] .
HT-focused media reports published during 2002-03, 2008-09 and 2012-14 were tracked through Lexis-Nexis and ProQuest Research Libraries using key words, "hormone replacement therapy," "hormone therapy," and "hormone therapy side-effects. 
Coding scheme
The coding schemes for the HT review journal articles and media reports are similar in coding for valence. This was coded as: 1) benefits outweigh risks, 2) risks outweigh benefits, or 3) the article includes both benefits and risks and does not take a position, and/or suggests consulting with physicians, in this case, the article will be coded as balanced, because such a suggestion warrants further investigation by the readers. Specifically, the HT risks included breast cancer, cardiovascular risks/strokes, and other risks e.g., dementia. Description of HT benefits included on-label items (relief of menopausal symptoms such as hot flashes, night sweats, vaginal dryness and osteoporosis prevention) and off-label items (colon cancer prevention, heart disease prevention, better skin, increased libido, or improvement of cognitive function). The length of description as well as the location in which they appear will be taken into consideration (e.g., the headline attracts more attention than the middle paragraph). Additionally, the medical journal abstracts were coded for the primary health issue discussed (e.g., the main theme of the article) and the authors' country of affiliation.
The physician attitude surveys were qualitatively content-analyzed to assess US physicians' HT orientation after WHI's publication by extracting key findings focused on attitudes toward HT, HT prescribing practices and trends in physicians HT recommendations. Basic themes included, 1) prescription practice (degree of change after WHI, prescription duration, and dosage level), 2) attitude towards WHI findings (degree of support), and 3) factors that influence HT prescription (e.g., patient's symptom severity and risk factors).
We noted the percentages affiliated with the principal WHI findings in order to identify whether a clear majority was present or responses were varied. We differentiated between the medical specialties when these were reported such as obstetrician-gynecologists (OBGYN), internists, primary care physicians (PCP), family physicians, and others. Finally, we coded the overall sample of physicians in each of the studies as being generally positive, negative or varied in their attitude towards HT.
A "positive" code was assigned when most or a majority of the sample was more likely to favor HT e.g., when 97% think patients will receive positive HT benefits or 90% indicate that benefits outweigh risks.
A "negative" code was assigned when most or a majority of the physicians was more likely to be negative towards HT e.g., when most physicians were not in favor of using HT.
A "varied" code was assigned when the physicians have a range of attitudes or variable opinions reported e.g., when 66% OBGYN vs 35% internists favor HT or when 30% felt that HT use would prolong women's lives while 36% felt it would not and 33% were uncertain.
Two independent coders coded a sample of 10 percent of the journal abstracts and news reports for intercoder reliability. The results showed a kappa of 0.76 which is considered substantial agreement [60, 61] . No intercoder reliability was reported for the physician attitude surveys as these were qualitatively analyzed. The medical review journals articles and news media stories were searched for and accessed from November 2010 to April 2011 and from October to December 2015.
Where appropriate, the chi-square test or the Fisher exact test was applied and probability levels of significance set at p < .05. SPSS software was used for statistical analyses. The data are available in two supplemental files.
Results

Q1:
A mixed orientation was found. The valence of the 177 review articles was mixed (Chi-Square = 5.32, df = 2, p<ns) with approximately similar proportions of articles focused on benefits (40.1%), risks (26.0%) and both benefits and risks (33.9%). This mixed orientation leads to ambiguity among physicians intent on utilizing the most up-to-date information in their medical practice. See S1 Table. Q2: Post WHI, what are physicians' HT attitudes and how will they contribute to the stateof-the-science?
In the 19 physician HT attitude surveys analyzed, a combined total of 9864 physicians comprising 5389 (60.1%) obstetricians-gynecologists, 2230 (24.9%) physicians, 716 (8%) family physicians and 629 (7%) internists was queried. Overall, more than half or 10 physician surveys showed a positive HT attitude, eight reflected a varied attitude towards HT and one did not support HT use. Therefore, physician surveys seemed to reflect a positive leaning towards HT and also a varied one and contributed to a state-of-the-science gap. Table 1 .
The results also showed clear attitude differences between gynecologists and primary care physicians which included internists and family physicians. Overall, the physicians specializing in women's medical conditions were more willing to prescribe hormone therapy to their patients than internists or family physicians.
To elaborate, a study found that 50% of the gynecologists had a favorable attitude towards hormone therapy compared to 29% of the internists [62] . A majority of 600 physicians (90 to 97%) believed that HT benefits outweighed the risks and that their patients received positive benefits from HT [63] and another majority (69% to 97%) of 513 and 703 surveyed OBGYNs would prescribe HT for menopause [64] .
Five studies sponsored by the American College of Gynecology published between 2006 and 2009 showed that half of the profession was not persuaded by the WHI results [65] [66] [67] [68] . A 2005-06 survey among 483 physicians found that 91% advised HT tapering while 8% suggested immediate HT cessation [69] . Among 209 gynecologists, 30% thought HT use prolonged women's lives while 36% did not, and 33% were uncertain [70] . As a consequence, the continued support of HT use among physicians as well as the varied attitudes among the different medical specialties contributed to a state-of-the-science gap.
This was true in the later period but not in the immediate post WHI period in 2003 when the emphasis was on both risks and benefits (Chi-Square = 14.9, df = 2, p < .001). H1B: Post WHI, media coverage of HT by newspaper outlets will reflect coverage consistent with the state-of-the-science that HT risks outweigh the benefits.
Newspaper HT coverage focused primarily on both risks and benefits in both 2003 and the later period although the risk coverage increased substantially between the periods. H1B was not supported (Chi-Square = 5.35, df = 2, p<ns) as newspapers predominantly covered both sides of the issue. Overall story frequency declined substantially from 2002-03 to the later period. Since coverage in both periods focused more on both risks and benefits, newspaper stories contributed to a state-of-the-science gap. Table 3. H1C: Post WHI, in line with providing service information, magazines and their internet coverage of HT will favor HT use and comprise a state-of-the-science gap.
H1C was partially supported. This was true in the later period but not in the immediate post WHI 2002-03 period when the emphasis was on both risks and benefits (Chi-Square = 8.2, df = 2, p < .05). Table 4 .
Discussion
The decline in standard HT dose usage after 2002 clearly reflected the state-of-the-science which underscored increased risks of HT use while the increase in low dose HT prescriptions demonstrated a state-of-the-science gap because of the absence of conclusive evidence about the risks and benefits of low dose HT use. Physicians are the primary gatekeepers of prescriptions, therefore the increase in low dose HT prescriptions must be attributed to positive prevailing medical attitudes and beliefs about HT use in low doses among these medical professionals. The present study found a state-of-the-science gap among medical journal reviews of HT use and our analysis showed that overall, the reviews have a mixed orientation towards hormone therapy with approximately equal proportions emphasizing the benefits, risks and both benefits and risks. This study examined randomly selected HT reviews for the entire period 2002 to 2014 and the results nonetheless suggest the disparity between the WHI findings and medical journal articles did not disappear over time. It is proposed that the mixed messages may be the result of successful medical marketing strategy by Wyeth through its proxy medical education and communication company to emphasize the benefits of HT and recommend its usage. For the most part, doctors rely on peer-reviewed scientific medical journals to keep up-to-date with their medical practice. Without a clear trend of studies in the medical literature reinforcing the conclusions of the WHI landmark study-1) HT use, specifically estrogen-progestin, leads to increased risks of breast cancer, heart attacks, strokes and blood clots, and 2) using estrogen alone in women with a prior hysterectomy had more balanced risks and benefits for women 50-59 including decreased breast cancer but increased strokes and blood clots-it is not surprising that our study's assessment of physician surveys, particularly among gynecologists and specialists in women's health, revealed a pro-HT orientation among gynecologists. HT does relieve menopausal symptoms but increases other health risks. In the face of patients in distress, physicians seem ready to prescribe therapies that will help to bring relief.
Studies have pointed to physicians as the most trusted sources of medical information and patients, more often than not, are likely to comply with their physicians' advice whether it is to use or not use HT. Therefore, in the face of mixed HT reviews, it is no surprise that the views of obstetricians/gynecologists and primary care physicians varied and will continue to vary depending on their medical specialty or subspecialty. The differing advice that these physicians provide to their patients contributes to the state-of-the-science gap in HT usage.
On the media front, the different HT coverage by the different media revealed that different media platforms may have different functions. News media report the news. The Women's Health Initiative was major headline news in 2002 hence TV news media coverage showed that there were many more reports about HT then with the majority of stories focused on both benefits and risks. At that time, TV coverage reflected a state-of-the-science gap. In the later Sources of information and HT usage period 2008-09 and 2012-14, HT was no longer headline news therefore the reports are fewer, but this time HT was more often cited as a risk factor. TV news reinforced the state-of-thescience. By the same token, newspapers also report the news. Unlike its electronic cousin, HT newspaper coverage more likely included both sides and focused on both risk and benefits. Covering both sides may preempt charges of bias and assuming an advocacy position which journalists eschew [71] . However, in this case it contributed to the state-of-the-science gap. In order to better assist their news consumers make better healthcare decisions, health and science journalists may wish to reevaluate their professional reporting principles and focus primarily on the "science" resulting from medical research which does not have "both sides." Recognizing the rigor of the scientific methodology behind scientific evidence, findings, reports and reviews would help in differentiating the science from the "noise."
Women's magazines provide advice and tips to women. Just after the WHI study in 2003, magazines were more likely to report both the benefits and risks of HT just as newspapers did. When HT use was the norm for the past four decades, it was difficult to change the paradigm and magazines contributed to a state-of-the-science gap in HT use.
With the objective of providing service information in 2009, magazines and their corresponding internet sites were found to promote the benefits of HT use in spite of the WHI finding that HT use is associated with serious health risks. In the later period, women were still looking for advice about HT use, therefore magazines stepped in to offer guidelines. HT coverage increased from the previous period in order to provide more information. In the case of women's magazines, they provide advice and tips to women on HT use. For example, an entire issue of Oprah's O magazine and an episode of her talk show focused on menopause and HT concerns. Magazine coverage analyzed at this time also tended not to mention breast cancer risks and cardiovascular risks and consequently, they continued to contribute to the state-ofthe-science gap in HT use.
In summary, we have seen that medical journal review articles, physicians, and media reports all provided varying view points and valences towards hormone therapy use without any unifying underpinning. The flow of medical information seems to originate and diffuse from the scientific medical journals to the medical professionals and specialists, and from these journals and practitioners to media reports, as well as to the public. Therefore, it is not surprising that peri-and menopausal women end up having a limited knowledge about the actual risks and benefits of hormone therapy and low dose hormone therapy increased from 2003 to 2009. We have a state-of-the-science gap in HT use.
The current advisory about HT by the US Preventive Services Task Force (USPSTF) applies to postmenopausal women and is against the use of combined estrogen and progestin for the prevention of chronic medical conditions, and against estrogen use likewise among postmenopausal women with a hysterectomy [8] . The risks outweigh the benefits [8] . Estrogen plus progestin, and estrogen alone, both "decreased risk for fractures but increased risk for stroke, thromboembolic events, gallbladder disease, and urinary incontinence. Estrogen plus progestin increased risk for breast cancer and probable dementia, whereas estrogen alone decreased risk for breast cancer." [8] Finally, this recommendation also does not apply to women under 50 years who have had surgical menopause [8] . The USPSTF comprises a panel of 14 national experts appointed by the director of the US Agency of HealthCare Research and Quality (AHRQ) to "improve the health of all Americans by making evidence-based recommendations about clinical preventive services such as screenings, counseling services, and preventive medications." [8] . Its recommendation would reflect the state-of-the science.
In a 2012 Securities and Exchange filing, Pfizer Inc. reported paying $896 million to resolve about 60% of the cases that alleged its drugs to treat menopausal symptoms in women caused cancer [72, 73] . By this time, the company had settled 6,000 lawsuits claiming Prempro and other hormone-replacement drugs caused breast cancer and it had also set aside $330 million to resolve the remaining 4,000 lawsuits for a total of $1.2 billion [72, 73] . Court documents have profiled how the drug manufacturer targeted influential doctors and professional medical societies with positive messages about hormone replacement therapy, used celebrity advertising, medical education courses and the authoring of scientific publications to likewise promote its product [14] . Will this same scenario play out with the low dose hormone therapy for which the evidence of benefits and risks are yet unknown? Time will tell. Ultimately, the public needs to be made fully aware of all the risks associated with various therapies including HT use so that they can make informed decisions about their health. Consistently ensuring the disclosure of journal authors' financial interests in and associations with pharmaceutical companies or any other private enterprise would be a key step.
This study examined HT news data for three time periods, 2002-03, 2008-09 and 2012-14. Further research would be more likely to establish a longitudinal trend if the data-set covers the entire 2002-2014 period. We analyzed three media platforms and selected three outlets per medium. More outlets may strengthen study reliability. Other media such as the internet merits analysis. Finally, the study focused primarily on US media and physicians without exploring the state-of-the-science gap in other countries.
Future research should consider examining the state-of-the-science gap in regard to other medical conditions. Other and more factors that contribute to shaping the gap in HT usage should be considered including the off-label benefits of HT such as youthful appearance. Another methodological procedure would be to survey newly menopausal and postmenopausal women at the patient level to ascertain their HT knowledge, attitudes and behavior/ usage as well as their sources of HT information and corresponding level of trust and reliability. Likewise, understanding how gynecologists and physicians keep up to date with medical reports and make decisions about HT recommendations merits study. Surveying international perspectives would enhance our understanding of the state-of-the-science gap. Finally, our study qualitatively content analyzed physician HT attitudes post WHI. A quantitative systematic review awaits investigation. 
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